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ADVOCATE OF PEACE. 
SEPTEMBER, 1844, 


THOMAS CLARKSON ON PEACE. 


The following letter was written by Thomas Clarkson, about twenty 
years since, in reply to an anonymous attack on peace societies, which 
appeared in a Neweastle paper, but for some reason has never been pub- 
lished. Having had the MS. placed in my hands by the venerable writer, 
with permission to offer it for publication, if I thought proper, with such 
alteration and abridgment as I might think desirable, I send it to you for 
your excellent periodical, and hope that other papers will extensively copy 
it. I have made no alteration in the argument or mode of expression, and 
have abridged it only by omitting one rather long paragraph, which, in my 
view, was not essential. Aside from this, the article is precisely as it came 
from his pen. 

The paper will be found interesting, not only as exhibiting the views of 
aman who has occupied so distinguished a position as a reformer for more 
than half a century, and who, now in his 85th year, is permitted yet to tarry 
with us, and watch with paternal interest the progress of those causes in 
which he has been actively engaged ; but also for the spirit and skill with 
which the objections to the peace society are met, and the ability with which 
its principles are vindicated. ‘The article, 1 am quite sure, is worthy of the 


space it will occupy in your journal. 
H. H. Kexuoee. 


Rey. G. C. BeckwiTH. 
To the Editor of the Northumberland and Newcastle Magazine: 


Sir,—Having seen the other day a letter in your monthly Magazine, 
signed ‘*S.,’? on the subject of peace societies, I cannot allow it to pass 
unnoticed, though so long a time has elapsed since its appearance. 

When the writer has the indelicacy ‘* to suspect that an increase of the 
public discontents at the burdens brought on the nation by the late war, was 
brought‘on by the leading members of the peace societies,’’ and the shame- 
lessness to assert, ‘‘ that so much mischief should be concealed under so 
fair an outside, is no marvel, for Satan transforms himself into an angel of 
light ;”’ and to say, farther, that his object in coming forward is ‘‘ for the 
sake of many well-meaning people, who may be imposed upon by their fair 
speeches, and the cunning craftiness, whereby they lie in wait to deceive,”’ 
he must expect to be dealt with, at any rate, in a plain manner; and he 
must not take it amiss, should a few expressions, apparently uncourteous, 
be used towards him in the course of my reply. 

Tam at a loss to say, in traversing this extraordinary letter, which in my 
mind is the most predominant feature in it, the puerility or shallowness of 
the argument, the sophistry, or the pitiable ignorance it displays. 

With respect to the childishness of the argument, permit me to observe, 
that I should not have thought it possible, had I not actually seen it, that 
any person could have been so thoughtless as to contend before the public, 
that war is justifiable, because St. Paul “ suffered himself to be protected by 
a band of soldiers ;’? and much less, that it is justified, because ‘‘ the people 
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242 Thomas Clarkson on Peace. [Sept., 
of God are described by St. John”’ in a vision ‘‘as going to war with their 
enemies, without any intimation that it was wrong.’? Your correspondent 
‘¢S.”? will doubtless show us, in some future letter, the legitimate connec- 
tion between the premises and the conclusion on this occasion. I have 
always understood that logicians begin with their weaker, and conclude with 
their stronger arguments; but that they usually discard those which they 
judge to be very weak, as injurious to their reasoning. Had your corre- 
spondent adopted the latter part of this rule, we should not have seen such 
an outrageous insult upon the understanding, as is contained in the quota- 
tions above given. 

To the class of shallow argument, I may refer another passage of the 
New Testament quoted by your correspondent ‘‘S.’? He considers war to 
be justifiable, because ‘* it was of a soldier that Christ said, ‘I have not 
found such faith, no, not in Israel.’ Cornelius was a soldier, when his 
prayers and alms found acceptance with Heaven, and he was honored with 
being the first Christian convert among the Gentiles.’’ I should be glad to 
know how your correspondent arrives at this conclusion by fair reasoning. 
No other inference can, I presume, be justly drawn from the words of our 
Saviour, than that the profession of a soldier does not unfit a man from being 
awakened, corrected and amended by God’s Holy Spirit. The Almighty 
sheds abroad this his vivifying influence both upon the just and the unjust. 
The dissolute and the hardened are not exempted from such visitations of 
mercy, nor beyond the power of restoration, where they attend to them. 
The question, therefore, in the present case, is not, whether war is justifia- 
ble, because Cornelius was converted to Christianity (as many thousand 
soldiers of those times were), but whether, after his conversion, he did (as 
many thousand soldiers then did) abandon his profession; and as history is 
silent on this subject, your correspondent can gain nothing from his instance 
of the centurion. Indeed, there cannot be a doubt, as far as reasoning 
historically upon the subject will carry us, that Cornelius left the army after 
he had become a Christian. I quite agree with a learned author, whose 
work now lies before me, on this point. I will repeat what he says to an 
objector like your correspondent. ‘* Your next objection,’’ says he, ni i. 
drawn from the example of Cornelius, who, you say, continued in the army 
after his conversion to Christianity; but for this you bring no other proof 
but the great names of Selden and Grotius, which may be an argument to 
my modesty, but not to my judgment. The Bible is silent on this head, 
and the proofs from thence are equal on both sides. ‘To me it seems most 
probable that he quitted the army, if I may be allowed to argue from the 
common practice of the primitive converts, who sold their lands, parted with 
their employments and professions, and left all to follow Christ and the 
apostles ; and ‘Tertullian seems plainly to intimate as much (de Cor. Mil., 
C, 11), and more plainly (de Idol., C. 19), and this was certainly the opin- 
lon of the ancient church ; otherwise, after so plain a precedent in Scripture 
to the contrary, it was impossible that all the fathers of the next age could 
have so universally agreed in decrying the lawfulness of war, and conse- 
quently of serving in the army. But to reduce this argument to a short 
issue, either the idolatrous tests before mentioned were in force, or they 
were not; if not, the example of Cornelius can never warrant the lawfulness 
of serving in the army at a time when we are sure they were in force; if 
they were then in force, I would fain know if you think St. Peter would 
have given the least countenance to such idolatry and hypocrisy. But my 
opinion is, that they were then in force, as appears by several instances I 
have already produced. And it is very unlikely they should be dispensed 
with under such a blasphemous, idolatrous’ tyrant as Caligula, in whose 
reign Baronius and Bishop Pearson (Annal. Paul, p. 4). have rightly placed 
the conversion of Cornelius, and not under Tiberius, as you suppose. An 
besides these tests, which were common to all soldiers, itis plain from Ter- 
tullian (de Idol., C. 19) that all above the rank of the milites caligati, or 
private soldiers, lay under the necessitas immolationum, or under the neces- 
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sity of sacrificing to the heathen gods; which is confirmed by Eusebius 
(Hist., 7, 15); and for these reasons, I am of opinion that Cornelius quitted 
the service, when he embraced the Christian religion.’’ 

I must place under the same head of shallow argument, one other of your 
correspondent’s observations relative to the New Testament. He says, 
‘that the profession of a soldier is no where condemned nor forbidden in 
the New ‘Testament, no more than in the Old.’”’ I grant it. Our Saviour 
never left us specific rules, adapted for every specific case of conduct, for 
such a legacy would have filled many, many volumes,—more, indeed, than 
even people of Jeisure could have consulted ; but it is a beauty of his dis- 
pensation, that in a few shert sentences, to be understood and remembered 
by all, he left us sufficient, whereby to regulate our conduct morally and 
beneficially, both to ourselves and others. Nor did he inveigh against the 
wicked governments or the wicked institutions or customs of the times in 
which he lived; but it is a beauty of his dispensation, that in a few short 
phrases he left that behind him, which, if duly attended to, would be suffi- 
cient in time to undermine them all. And of this, not only we ourselves 
have had proof in abundance, but those who live after us will have the same, 
and also additional, in their turn. I should be glad to know what it was, 
that did away the gladiatorial shows of Rome; or what it was, that impelled 
the primitive Christians not only to redeem captives, but to enfranchise by 
their last wills and testaments those whom they held in a state of villenage or 
bondage ; or what it was, that put an end to the custom among our own 
ancestors, of slaying upon the altars, or of burning alive in a frame of 
wicker-work, their prisoners, in honor of their gods ; what it was, I repeat, 
but the spirit of Christianity imprinted upon the heart by the seal of God’s 
Holy Spirit? And yet we are sure that neither the gladiatorial shows, nor 
villenage, nor slavery, nor druidical sacrifices, were specifically condemned 
or forbidden, nay, not even glanced at, by any expressions that are recorded 
to have come from the mouth of our Saviour. I should be glad to know 
also what it was that put an end to the slave-trade in our own times, but 
the progress of the same spirit from the same sacred cause. I should be 
glad to know, again, if the great Indian Juggernaut should fall, whether it 
will not owe its death-wound to the progress of the same influence; and 
farther, if there be any other vicious custom, that shall be expelled from our 
earth, even war itself (the monster in whose behalf your correspoudent 
pleads), whether it will not have been chased away by the spirit of Chris- 
tianity, though not specifically condemned or forbidden by the letter of it. 

And here I cannot help saying, that it is a matter of astonishment to me, 
that your correspondent, who takes upon him ‘‘to point out the mischiefs, 
and explode the absurdities of peace societies,’ should have overlooked what 
is the general belief of Christians, viz., that a time will come, when war is 
to be no more. But if ever such a time is to come, how is the work to be 
brought about, but by the agency of man under the providence of God? 
and, if so, it must, like all other works, have its beginning. ‘The truth is, 
that, according to your correspondent’s notions, the present is not the time. 
He allows, indeed, ‘‘ that it is very desirable for the world to be in such a 
State, that there would be no more occasion for war ;’’ but then he adds, 
‘‘ whether it is in such a state at present, may admit of some doubt.’’ What! 
when Christianity and knowledge, going hand in hand together, have done 
more towards the moral advancement and happiness of mankind, in the last 
twenty years, than in any two centuries before, and are sull pursuing to- 
gether the same lovely course; when we have seen the abolition of the 
slave-trade, the institution of Bible societies, and the promotion of systems 
for the education of the podr, almost all over the face of Europe, and now 
lately a disposition on the same continent, and even among princes them- 
selves, to look upon war (the very case before us) as one of the most 
afflicting evils (both physical and moral) upon earth, are we to be told that 
there is a doubt about the time of beginning a work, the progress of which 
cannot but be very slow, and which it may take even centuries to accom- 








= 


apr ee 


<a a —_ + anemia , 
; — * 2 
Ee ee gp tensteaetenaeeethsaiqner tr teamaiieninersigttiticncaniperenan auinanimadl 


So eT a ee 


ite oknbenoees 


244 Thomas Clarkson on Peace. [Sept., 


plish? If this be not the time for so noble an undertaking, I would fain 
know from your correspondent, when he thinks, in his superior wisdom, 
that it will arrive. I will answer for him, Never. The present never was, 
and never will be, the time with any man, who doubts upon any subject, or 
who sets his face against reformation. 

A word or two, now, against the sophistry, may I add, the gross sophistry 
of your correspondent’s letter, as it is found in the following bold and arro- 
gant assertions, which I must put together in order to explain their drift. 
‘¢ Tf all military power,’’ says he, ‘* were to be abolished, there would be 
nothing to prevent the universal spread of anarchy and confusion.’’ He 
goes on in much the same strain: ‘* Would not «he lawless and disobedient 
rejoice to hear, that all military power was laid aside, that they might rob 
and murder with impunity? for without military force, furious mobs could 
not be suppressed. ‘Theft and murder could not be punished.’’ And in 
the same page, but farther on, he throws his suggestions into something 
like syllogistic reasoning on the subject. ‘‘ Without soldiers,’’ says he, 
‘*there could be no government; without government, there could be no 
Jaw ; and without law, there could be no living.’’ A fine specimen this of 
sophistical rodomontade, in which, however, there happens to be one trifling 
error, viz., that his premises are just good for nothing ; from whence it will 
follow, that his conclusions will be the same. And so we are to see the 
reign of anarchy and confusion! we are to see robbery and murder commit- 
ted with impunity! we are to live without government or law! and how is 
this to be brought about? It is to be brought about, because your corre- 
spondent assumes it as a fact, that whenever we shall judge war to be 
unlawful, then there will be no soldiers, and consequently no effective 
magistracy. ‘That there would be then no soldiers, according to the idea 
which we now entertain of soldiers, there can be no doubt. But where did 
your correspondent collect, except from his own imagination, certainly not 
from any tracts published by peace societies, that, if foreign wars were to 
be given up, there would be no force to assist the government against evil 
doers? What should hinder bodies of men, not soldiers, from being organ- 
ized and kept up, to assist the civil magistrate on emergencies? and what 
peace society would object to them, if necessary for, and if confined to, such 
a purpose? It is probable (seeing that these would have nothing to do with 
war) that the term ‘‘ the military ’’ would grow gradually out of use, and 
sink in time into that of ‘‘ the police.’’ And this, or something like this, I 
apprehend, is all the difference that would be occasioned by the change. 
But to say, that there would be no force to assist the civil magistrate in the 
exercise of his duties, if wars were abolished, is an idle assertion, without 
any warrant, and such as no one could use, who had not an intention to 
deceive. 

Nor is his sophistry less conspicuous, in attempting to apply in justifica- 
tion of war, those Scriptural passages which were intended to relate to 
magistracy only. Whocould have thought, because our Saviour taught his 
disciples to pay tribute to Cesar, that therefore, and on that account, war 
was to be considered as virtuously legal? This notable conclusion, it 
appears, is deduced thus. ‘‘If it was unlawful to fight,’’ says your corre- 
spondent, ‘‘ it must be wrong to pay others for fighting; but Christ taught 
his disciples to pay tribute to Cesar.’’ And so, because soldiers were paid 
out of the public treasury, war was a lawful custom. With equal reason, 
he might have said, that the gladiatorial shows of those times before men- 
tioned, in which miserable men (whose only crime was that of being cap- 
tives in war) were exposed to wild beasts, or to wound and murder each 
other, for the sport of barbarous spectators, were lawful also; for these 
shows were kept up out of the public treasury. He might also, with equal 


reason, have insisted upon the lawfulness of those bloody persecutions of 


the Christians in the early ages of the church, during which thousands and 
tens of thousands were dragged to the altars, and butchered there, because, 
having become converts to Christianity, they would not swear by the heathen 
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gods; for by whom were these tragical enormities ordered? By the civil 
magistrate. By whom were they put in execution? By the soldiers. 
And by whom were the soldiers paid? They were paid out of the tribute 
money of the Cesars. 

Of the same sophistical kind, are those arguments, taken also from 
Scripture, which run thus. ‘‘ Some assert,’’ says your correspondent, 
‘that Christ has forbidden the use of arms, when he says, ‘ Resist not evil;’ 
but this is not a good argument, because this would prove far too much ; for 
it would tie up the hands of every bailiff, constable, jailer and executioner, 
just as much as of a soldier; and then what would become of magistracy 
and law? Our Saviour’s words, therefore, cannot have a meaning, which 
would counteract and annul the whole divine ordinance of government. 
They cannot be pointed against the sword of the magistrate, because it is 
God who placed it in his hands.’”’ Here we see the old sophistical rodo- 
montade of bug-bears over again, or an attempt to fmghten us on the false 
notion, that when it should be no longer lawful to go to war, it would be no 
longer possible to punish crime. But we see something more in this new 
paragraph of your correspondent, when we examine it more closely. We 
see an attempt to place the military profession and. civil magistracy on the 
same sacred foundation. We see an attempt to make the sword of war 
synonymous with the sword of justice; whereas the apostle Paul, in using 
the word sword on this occasion, used it only as an emblem of punishment 
in the case of evil doers; with which view he knew a sword to have been 
suspended at the ceiling of every Roman court of justice. We see an 
attempt to compare and to confound a custom full of physical and moral evil, 
with an institution full of every good. But let me ask, where is the just 
comparison between the two? Magistracy has a virtuous origin, being an 
ordinance of God. War, on the other hand, comes from our lusts. Magis- 
tracy, again, was ordained by God for good. It preserves and enforces the 
laws of society for the avowed purposes of virtue and happiness. War, on 
the other hand, is an ordinance of man, pregnant with every evil. It 
respects neither laws nor societies, and it carries in its train fraud, debauch- 
ery, violence, bloodshed and desolation. Magistracy, again, by punishing 
vice, and vice only, is a terror to evil doers. War, on the other hand, is a 
terror to those who do well, by confounding in its punishment both the 
innocent and the guilty. 

It appears, then, if we review what has been said in this particular part 
of the subject, and bring it into a short compass, that your correspondent, by 
anticipating an effect never likely to be realized, and never contemplated by 
any one but himself (viz., that robbery and murder, anarchy and confusion, 
would stalk abroad with impunity, if foreign wars were to be given up, 
because there would be then no effective magistracy), and by confounding 
the military profession with civil government, and trying to identify them, 
as if they were one and the same thing, and from one and the same sacred 
sources, has attempted to mislead the public, to the prejudice of the peace 
societies ; and he must therefore excuse me, if I state, in his own words, 
that my object in coming forward on this occasion, is ‘‘ entirely for the sake 
of many well-meaning people, who may be imposed upon by his fair 
speeches, and the cunning crafiiness, whereby he lies in wait to deceive.”’ 





JoHnN WesLeEyY’s REMONSTRANCE AGAINST WAR.—You may pour out your soul, 
and bemoan the loss of true, genuine Jove in the earth. Lost indeed! You may well 
ay but not in the ancient sense, ‘‘See how these Christians Jove one another!” 
"hese Christian kingdoms that are tearing out each other’s bowels, desolating one 
another with fire and sword! These Christian armies that are sending each other b 
thousands, by tens of thousands, quick to hell! These Christian nations that are all 
on fire with intestine broils, party against party, faction against faction! Yea, what is 
most dreadful of all, these Christian churches (tell it not in Gath; but alas! how can 
we hide it from Jews, Turks or Pagans?) that bear the name of Christ, the Prince 
of Peace, yet wage continual war with each other! O God! how long shail thy 
promise fail ? 
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THE PICTURE SPREAD OUT BEFORE THE SPIRIT-WORLD. 


The following article in a late number of the Christian Citizen, the excellent paper 
of the “‘ Learned Blacksmith,” is from the pen of Samuet E, Cougs. 


A few days since I examined a collection of paintings, exhibited for sale. q 
Some of the pictures were ‘‘ battle scenes,’’ and these, in the owner's 
estimation, were the gems of the collection. 

I believe that our religion frowns upon all wars, and all preparations for 
war; that as a Christian, a man cannot fight. But to wave this, admit that 
war is necessary, that the floating battery must be built, that ingenuity must 
be stretched to the utmost to invent the machinery of destruction, that some 
of our citizens must be trained to the art of man-butchery ; admitting all this, 
then let me ask, why will men place in their houses pictures of the heart- 
sickening scenes of the murderous conflict? Do they love to have the eye 
rest upon the agony of their fellow-men? Is the picture of the ship, with 
her decks slippery with gore, and the heart-blood of hundreds staining the 
waters around her,—are these paintings, which recall the dead and the 
dying, the wounded and the mutilated, with their limbs torn off, or their 
bowels gushing out,—are these suggestive of pleasant thoughts ; are these 
agreeable objects of contemplation ! 

They were so once, for, from the force of long established habit of mind, 
these pictures called up ideas of success, of heroism, of triumph, of glory. 
But this habit of men’s thoughts is broken now. The things which once 
stimulated passion, and excited the martial spirit, now cause us to detest 
war, and call up our strength to oppose its desolation. Every enlightened 
man looking upon such pictures, sees recorded upon the canvass the protest 
of humanity against the strife of arms. It is now as if the print of the 
battle were folded in the leaves of the gospel. We cannot see the one 
without recalling the spirit of the other. 

These pictures are often the direct advocates of peace. They speak 
eloquently and forcibly to the eye. ‘They show us what war is. I remem- 
ber one, which thus spoke most intelligibly. It was a battle scene, in which 
were depicted,—stretching out as far as the eye could reach, to the very 
horizon of the picture,—two vast armies, engaged in the work of slaughter. 
The smoke almost covered up the contending hosts, rendering the main 
battle indistinct. In the fore-ground, on which the eye could not fail to 
rest, was the commander-in-chief ; the foot of the horse on which he sat 
was on the breast of a wounded man; he was trampling out of his own 
soldier the last remnant of life. It impressed on every beholder the nature 
of war—of war with its iron heel upon the breast of humanity. 

There is an awful thought suggested by this subject. It is this—there is 
a permanence in the deeds of the soldier. The noise of the battle to us has 
subsided ; the wounded have ceased to feel their anguish; the dead have | 
been buried; the mound over their graves has been leveled by time, and 
every trace of the deadly strife upon the earth obliterated. Still, there is 
no artist required to give the conflict its permanency. Every battle stands 
a perpetual record. ‘Their features are never to be erased. They are all, 
to the very minutia, daguerreolyped on the moral world. 

Upon the spot of ocean where the battle raged, to our sight, there is a 
calm now. Its waters are unruffled ; the deep blue wave rolls in silence 
there. ‘The winds have long since scattered the smoke of the conflict ; the 
roar of the cannon has ceased; we cannot even mark the spot. In mercy 
our eyes have been dimmed ; there hangs over the scene a veil impenetrable 
to those in the flesh. ‘To Him, to whom the past and the present are one, 
to all the redeemed around the throne, to the whole host of heaven, the 
battle ever rages there. .The groans still come up from the place. The 
deep-mouthed curse and the frantic yell, the gurgling death-cry, the shout 
of victory, the thunder of the cannon, continue to be heard. ‘The wounded 
limbs and mutilated bodies bleed; the water holds fast its crimson dye. 
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The sword thrust into the heart of the enemy, remains there; the writhing 
agony of the sufferer, the attitude and expression of him who caused it, 
change not. The flush of savage exultation, the last look of the strong 
man weltering in his blood, the rage, the fury, the fierce passions, once 
speaking in every look, are now indelible pictures spread out before the eye 
of the spirit-world. ‘The impression is for ever. It is a stamped record 
resting through eternity. It has been, is, and ever will be, before God. 
Let the soldier pause, before he again writes down the everlasting record of 
his disobedience to the law of the Prince of Peace. 





TESTIMONIES FROM THE RIGHT SOURCE. 


The ministers of Christ should be the leaders of his church in every good 
work ; and as such our Society has ever treated them. It was established 
at their recommendation ; we have repeatedly gone to them for advice and 
countenance ; we have invited them, if they would do the work needed, to 
do it in their own way; and we rejoice to find so many of them commending 
its claims with so much warmth, and taking hold of it themselves with 
increasing earnestness and zeal. May the God of peace multiply the num- 
ber of such co-workers, and grant them signal success!—We used for years 
to bring our cause pretty regularly before ecclesiastical bodies, until we 
obtained from eight or ten denominations all the endorsements we could 
desire. This service we have very much neglected for several-years ; but 
we are glad to see the subject coming before such bodies this year with 
results so favorable, and we copy some specimens of the action they have 
taken upon it. 

ECCLESIASTICAL BODIES ON PEACE. 
GENERAL CONVENTION OF VERMONT, JUNE, 1844, 

“Resolved, 1. ‘That the various enterprises of benevolence now in progress, imper- 
atively require Peace, as indispensable to their full success. 

“2. That the gospel has power, when rightly applied, to abolish war as well as other 
evils, and that Christians ought therefore to enforce its pacific principles in such a 
manner as will insure the actual abolition or abandonment of it in every Christian 


country.” 
RUTLAND CONSOCIATION, VT. 

“ Messrs. Steele and Myers, appointed to report upon a memorial from the church 
in Castleton on the subject of Peace, reported the following resolutions, which were 
unanimously adopted : 

“1. Resolved, That it be recommended to the ministers of our churches to preach 
on the subject of peace on the Sabbath preceding the 25th of December, annually, and 
— a meeting for prayer and conference on the subject be held on the evening fol- 

owing. 

“2. Resolved, That one of our number be appointed annually, to prepare an address 
on the subject of peace, to be presented during the meeting of Consociation, or to 
make other arrangements to bring the subject forward, and that the Consociation will 
give place for such exercises; and further, that the individual so appointed be instruct- 
ed to call the attention of the churches to the subject through the Vermont Chronicle, 
and in other ways to labor to secure attention to the recommendations of Consociation 
on this subject. 

“ Rev. Mr. Plumb was appointed, in pursuance of this resolution.” 


Thanks to the church in Castleton for their memorial, and to the Conso- 
ciation for their action on the subject. It is the best movement we have 
seen, just the thing we most need and desire,—the churches and ministers 
taking hold of the cause, and managing it in their own way. No friction, 
no evil of any kind, nothing but good to the cause and to themselves, from 
such a course. Let add do likewise, and peace will soon triumph wherever 
the gospel is known. 


CONFERENCE OF RHODE ISLAND, JUNE, 1844. 


“Resolved, 1, That the cause of peace, as an important auxiliary in reclaiming man- 
kind to God, and preparing them for heaven, demands the sympathy, prayer and aid 
of the Christian cummunity, 

“2. That, in a day like the present, we deem it especially important, in the prose- 
cution of such an enterprise, to keep in view its sole aim of abolishing the custom 
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of international war, and not to allow any foreign extraneous subjects to be blended or 
confounded with its only object. ; 

‘3. That, since the gospel furnishes the only remedy for such an evil as war, and 
since it can cure no evil to which it is not applied, we deem it the duty of Christians 
to make such an application of its pacific principles, as shal] insure the actual abolition 
or abandonment of this custom in every land where Christianity prevails.” 


NEW ENGLAND CONFERENCE OF THE METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, JULY, 1844, 


Messrs. Remmington, Jackson and Spaulding, the Committee to whom was referred 
the subject of Peace, and the American Peace Society, reported the following :— 

“That in their opinion this Society has for its object the best good of mankind, — 
that the principles of peace are inseparably connected with the cause of morality and 
true religion ; and that in proportion to the prevalence of the doctrine of God’s holy 
word, and the triumphs of the gospel of Christ in the world, wars will cease, and 

eace prevail, and extend its benign, and heavenly influences to bless the human race, 

“ This Society, your Committee judge, claim to be engaged in a work by which they 
hope to be instrumental in promoting the designs of him who is ony manage termed 
‘The Prince of Peace,’ and whose precepts and maxims teach us to love our neighbor 
as ourselves, and proclaim to all, ‘ Peace on earth, and good will towards men.’ = It ‘s 
justly claimed by this Society, that war originates in the worst feelings in the human 

eart,—exhibits the most fearful evidence of human depravity, and carries out in its 
sequel and results, the most terrible and fatal consequences to society, to the world, 
and to the soul for time and eternity. 

“Your Committee fully concur in the opinion set forth by the Society ;—that while 
the predictions of the holy prophets pointing to the glorious conquests of the kingdom 
of Christ in the world, declare that the day will come when the nations of the earth 
shall learn war no more, but universal peace and concord shall prevail throughout the 
human family; and that the gospel is the great instrument by which the sources of 
this, and all other kindred evils are to be destroyed, and finally, all the fearful 
demonstrations of man’s depravity annihilated. 

“In view of these facts, it is the opinion of your Committee, that the American 
Peace Society is worthy of a place with the various benevolent institutions of tiie day, 
and ought to have the hearty co-operation of the church of God. Your Committee, 
therefore, beg leave to offer to this Conference the following Resolutions for their 
consideration and adoption. 

“J, That we consider the prophecies of the Old Testament and the precepts of the 
New, as justifying the expectation of a period when war will be banished from the 
whole earth. 

“2. That our hope of this glorious consummation, though it may be hastened by the 
co operation of philanthropists, must depend, under God, mainly on the prayers and 
efforts of Christians. 

“3. That while the temporal evils of war seem almost to defy calculation, we regard 
its agency in destroying the souls of men, and its influences on the spiritual interests 
of the world, as the most lamentable of all its results, and as demanding the special 
attention of the Christian world. 

“4, That the prevalence among Christian nations of evangelical sentiments on the 
subject of peace, is necessary to prepare the way for the universal triumphs of the 
gospel. 

«5. That the nature of our institutions, the present circumstances of our country, 
and its influence on public opinion throughout the world, conspire to give the cause 
of peace peculiar claims on the friends of God and man in this land. 

“6, That since the sole aim of this cause is to abolish war, or the custom of nations 
settling their disputes with the sword, we approve the course of the American Peace 
Society in adhering strictly to this purpose, and keeping entirely aloof from what is 
technically called non-resistance,—ijrom the question of capital punishment, and from 
every project foreign to its great and only object,—universal, permanent peace. 

“7. That we commend this cause to the Christian community, as worthy of a place 
among the benevolent objects of the age, and recommend that ministers preach on 
the subject, and the churches observe during the last week in December, the annual 
concert of prayer for the universal prevalence of peace on earth.” 


GENERAL (CONGREGATIONAL) ASSOCIATION OF CONNECTICUT. 


Before this body, at their session in June, the following resolutions were 
submitted, viz.: 


“1. That the cause of peace, as an important pioneer and auxiliary in the salvation 
of mankind, has special claims on the sympathy, prayers and support of Christians. 

“2. ‘That this enterprise, aiming solely to abolish the custom of war between na- 
tions, should not be blended by its advocates, nor confounded by the public, with any 
foreign extraneous subjects. 

“3. That, since the gospel is God’s grand remedy for all the moral maladies of our 
world, and has ample power, when rightly applied, to cure the great evil of war, it is 
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peculiarly incumbent on Christians, more especially on the ministers of Christ, to 
enforce its pacific principles in such a manner as shall actually put an end to that 
custom in every land blessed with the light of revelation.” 


These resolves were laid on the table, probably in consequence of some 
misconception or other, since we cannot suppose that any considerable num- 
ber of ministers in Connecticut would object to such resolutions. Our Sec- 
retary wrote to the Moderator, respectfully inviting the attention of the 
Association to the subject, for such action as they should think proper in 
behalf, not of our Society, but of the cause itself; and in another letter to a 
member, not in that to the Moderator, he suggested the above resolves for 
him in his own name to present or not, as he should choose. Such a course, 
so frequently taken on other subjects to our certain knowledge, seems to us 
so unobjectionable, that we can explain the following report only on the 
supposition of some unfortunate blunder, leading to an entire misconception 
of the case. 

‘A letter was read from the Secretary of the American Peace Society, 
requesting the Association to pass several resolutions, written by himself, and 
contained in the letter’? (not correct), ‘‘in favor of the objects of that Soci- 
ety. This elicited some discussion. Some objected to an impropriety 
alleged in such a way of doing business”’ (though a way adopted hitherto 
without complaint by such men as Dr. Edwards in behalf of Temperance 
and the Sabbath, and hefore that very Association by Dr. Baird who 
brought the claims of the Foreign Evangelical Society before them by letter), 
‘in the sending of such resolutions to be voted by the body. Others 
regarded the Peace Society as an institution promising little benefit. Others 
thought that one of the resolutions, requiring that cause to be kept distinct 
from others, reflected on the action of some of the officers of the Society. 
One remarked, that the resolution would operate as instruction to the Secre- 
tary to oppose the operations of the President of the Peace Society.’’ (Our 
‘‘officers,’’ when acting as officers of our Society, have invariably restricted 
themselves to our sole object, the abolition of war, international war; and, 
while perfectly agreed among ourselves on this point, we have for years 
been trying, by repeated explanations and disclaimers, to make others keep 
the cause of peace distinct from topics, like that of capital punishment, with 
which we have never had any thing to do, and never can have without 
violating our constitution, which expressly says that ‘‘ the object of the Soci- 
ety,”’ viz., the abolition of war, ‘‘ shall Never be changed.’’ On no subject 
but that of peace, have we any control over, or responsibility for, the opin- 
ions or ‘‘ operations ’’ of our officers or members. If any officer or agent of 
ours, when acting in our name, opposes or advocates capital punishment, or 
any thing else in dispute among good men, the Society, when duly informed, 
will be ready to disclaim all responsibility for such conduct, and thus leave 
the whole blame, where alone it belongs, on the individual. What more is 
either possible or desirable ?) 

Oruner EccrestasticaL Bopres.—The subject has also come before sim- 
ilar bodies in different parts of the land; but we will now mention only two 
cases, to show on how broad a field we could, if we had the pecuniary 
means necessary for the purpose, diffuse the light of our publications to 
enlist the first minds in the nation. Near the close of last April, the Trien- 
nial Convention of Baptist ministers, the representatives of nearly a million 
professed Christians, and probably several million souls, met in Philadelphia 
to the number of about 500; and before that body of ministers from every 
section of our country, probably the largest number ever convened on this 
continent, our Secretary had the opportunity of giving our publications to 
every member, in all some 1500 copies, and thus sending their influence 
through leading minds all over the land. In the month following, assem- 
bled in New York the Methodist General Conference, representing about 
the same number of ministers, churches and worshippers; and to that body 
our Secretary made a similar distribution of our publications. Here were 
the leaders of full half the ministers and churches in our whole country ; 
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and through such men on such occasions, we might, at a very small expense, 
spread the light and influences of our cause with the best hopes of success. 


HOW MISSIONARIES REGARD THE CAUSE OF PEACE, 


No class of men are more likely than these single-minded, self-denying 
heralds of the cross, to take just views of our cause ; and it gives us pecu- 
liar pleasure to quote a few decisive testimonies both from the living and 


the dead. 
Rev. R. W. Hume.—The following letter enclosed a draft for ten dollars; 


a goud proof of sincerity and zeal in one with so slender an income. We 


ask special attention to his remarks. 
Bombay, Fes. 28th, 1844, 
To the Secretary of the American Peace Society : a 

Dear Sir,—i have Jong looked upon war as wholly opposed to the spirit and pre- 
cepts of the gospel. ‘The fact that war is sanctioned by the example of professedly 
Christian nations, and advocated by the great body of the authorized teachers of Chris- 
tianity, presents a serious obstacle to the progress of the kingdom of righteousness and 
peace. The professed church of Christ has, as yet, very imperfectly learned, that the 
gospel is to triumph rather by suffering than resistance ; that we are to overcome evil 
with good, and that the love which worketh no ill to his neighbor, is the fulfilling of 
the law. The time will doubtless come, when “they shall beat their swords into 
plough-shares, and their spears into pruning-hooks; nation shall not lift up sword 
against nation, neither shall they learn war any more” ‘That this time may be has- 
tened on, it becomes all the true disciples of Christ to labor and pray ; and those who 
believe that it is now the duty of Christians to act on these principles, should endeavor, 
in the spirit of faithfulness and love, to spread their sentiments far and wide. Let 
them call the attention of the whole world to the evils of war. Let them hold up 
before their fellow-men every where the example of him who was oppressed and 
afflicted, yet opened not his mouth, but was led as a Jamb to the slaughter, and who 
through death destroyed him that had the power of death. Let them in all their con- 
duct be careful to exhibit the spirit of forbearance and love. Let them have a large 
measure of that charity which suffereth long and is kind, which endureth all things, 
which is not easily provoked, and which doth not behave itself unseemly. 

A nan may easily lift up his voice against war in a most warlike spirit. He may 
seek to advance the cause of peace by censure and denunciation, forgetting what 
manner of spirit he is of. Better far to follow the example of the great apostle, who 
says in one of his epistles, “* We were gentle among you, even as a nurse cherisheth 
her children ;’ and who, although he might have spoken in the language of authority, 
chose rather to say, ‘‘ | beseech you by the meekness and gentieness of Christ.” 

We may, nay, we ought to wonder that any of the followers of the Prince of Peace 
should be found armed with carnal weapons, going forth under the authority of the 
governments of this world to the work of death. ‘The sight of such things may well 
fill us with sorrow. But let us see that our rebukes and our entreaties are prompted 
by the spirit of tender affection, of fervent love. We who have inscribed PEACE on 
our banners, ought, above all others, to be peaceful. We, emphatically, should “be 
gentle unto all men, in meekness instructing those who oppose themselves.” 

You will not take it amiss, that one who is laboring for the extension of the Re- 
deemer’s kingdom in the dark places of the earth, should use such language to his 
brethren at home. I have sometimes been pained by seeing what has appeared to me 
an improper spirit manifested by persons who advocate the cause of peace. I should 
be sorry indeed to be classed with some of its advocates; but, so far as I know, the 
American Peace Society is not responsible for the sentiments or the spirit of the 
persons to whom I refer. 

This country, as you know, has been conquered at an immense expense of blood 
and treasure ; and the government still retains possession through the power of the 
sword. ‘The effect is, and must be, most unhappy on the native mind. This doubtless 

resents one serious obstacle to the progress of Christianity, which in their view lends 
Its sanction to violence and war. The missionary of the gospel is regarded as the 
representative and teacher ofa religion which seeks not to restrain its professors from 
the work of conquest and the lust of gain. 

There have been instances of persons in this country who have left the army from 
conscientious motives. They have felt that it is inconsistent for a soldier of the 
Prince of Peace to be fighting under the banners of a worldly, selfish government, 
which secks only its own exaltation, and that too by violence and bloodshed. Little, 
however, has been done to call attention to the question of the lawfulness of war; 
and there are still those whom we must regard as sincere Christians, who are found 
in the army. Their early education, and the fact that war receives the sanction of so 
large a part of the world, oftentimes prevent their ever examining the subject with 
reference to personal duty, and they remain in the army, in the same way that good 
men were once connected with the horrible slave-trade. 
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The publications of your Society might*e very useful here. Can you not send to 
the different American missions, throughout the world, a copy of all your publications, 
and perhaps some other works designed to promote the cause of peace? Missionaries 
from our country are widely scattered throughout the world, and are in circumstances 
to exert much influence’ It is important that they should entertain and impart to 
those among whom they labor, right views on this subject. 

1 herewith enclose an order on Mr. Hill, the Treasurer of the American Board, for 
ten dollars, and would request you to send me in return a copy of the different works 
written in defence of the principles of peace, including the tracts published by your 
Society, the writings of the late Mr. Ladd, &c., &c, * * * * * 

I remain, dear sir, yours very respecttully, R. W. Hume. 


Rev. B. C. Meres.—In 1818, I. N. Moyart, Esq., sent from India to the 
Mass. Peace Society a donation of $25; and Mr. Meigs, in the letter which 
transmitted the draft, urges Dr. Worcester ‘‘to persevere in a cause so 
intimately connected with the dearest interests of man in time and in eter- 
nity. May the blessing of Almighty God rest upon your Society ; and may 
Jesus Christ, the great Prince of Peace, deign to smile upon your efforts to 
extend his peaceful reign, until men shall universally respond to the song 


of the angels,—‘ Glory to God in the highest! and on earth, peace, good- 


will to men!’ ”’ 


Rev. Gorvon Hatt.—The letter from this devoted, apostolic missionary, 
to the London Peace Society, we give entire; and our readers will observe 
that it was the voice of the whole mission. 


DeAR FRIEND AND BrotHer,—We had the pleasure of receiving your favor of 
May 5th, 1524, in cue course, and now beg to offer our very cordial thanks to the 
London Peace Society, for their so cheerful compliance with our wishes, in consent- 
ing to admit us as fellow-members and co-workers with them, in seeking to promote 
peace on earth and good-will to man, an object worthy of all our energies. We are 
sure that the object will be accomplished, and that great will be the reward of those 
who serve it with simplicity and zeal. We fully believe that every society formed 
for this object, and conducted in the simplicity of the gospel, will receive increasing 
patronage and success, as it presses onward in its grand enterprise. ‘To them we 
wish, with all our hearts, every success and blessing. 

Since your Committee are pleased to allow two of our members to become mem- 
bers of the [Peace] Society, we will thank you to place on the list of subscribers the 
name of James Gorrett (assistant missionary) and my own. Did our circumstances 
admit, it would be a pleasure to us to aid your funds by something beyond what is 
barely requisite to constitute us members ; but as it is, we must restrict ourselves to 
thatsum. In payment of this for three years, from the commencement of 1825, we 
beg to refer you to Messrs. Fairlei, Benham & Co., London, who, we expect, will pay 
you 3l. 3s. [about 815] on being made acquainted with our wish herein expressed. 

We received the tracts so obligingly sent us;with your letter. We have read them 
with much interest, and desire to express for them also our very grateful acknowledge- 
ments. A number of them have already been distributed; and as the monsoon is 
drawing to a clese, we hope for favorable opportunities to disperse the remainder in 
various parts of the country. But how lamentable that so few are willing to befriend 
this heavenly object, and to promote that peace on earth which the Saviour came 
down from heaven to establish! How passing strange, that any of his true and affec- 
tionate followers should ever oppose it! Yet its advocates, though so few, need not 
despair. ‘The Lord is verily on our side; and, being sure of victory, let us press on- 
waid to the fight, putting our trust in God, and giving him all the glory. 

Your affectionate brother in the bonds of the gospel, 
Gorpon Hatt, 

By order of the American Mission in Bombay. 


tev. A. Jupson.—F’rom the admirable letter of this eminent missionary, 
to the Secretary of the Mass. Peace Society, we omit only a brief paragraph. 


Rancoon, May 9, 1821. 
Rev. Sir,—Several numbers of the Friend of Peace have found their way to these 
remote regions, and excited sentiments in my mind which were once fondly cherished 
while in my native country, but in consequence of engrossment in other pursuits, and 
the want of some exciting cause, have been suffered too long to lie dormant. I hail 
the establishment of peace societies as one of the most auspicious signs of the present 
eventful era of the world. I regard them as combining with Bible and missionary 
societies, in forming that three-fold cord which will ultimately bind all the families of 
man in universal peace and love. 
The principles advocated in the Friend of Peace, are so evidently correct, that 
the understanding and the heart cannot help according to them “at first blush.” 
{ am not, however, satisfied with merely perusing the simple propositions, 
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and assenting to their correctness. I love to follow out the detail of reason- 
ing in all its various branches and rich applications. 1 love to prolong the 
feast of the intellect and the heart, by tasting of every successive dish. Nor yet 
am I satisfied with these passive gratifications. Since war has been universally advo- 
cated and applauded by nearly all classes of men, it appears to me (without intending 
to reflect on those whose views may be different), that it is not optional with any to 
remain neutral or silent on this great question. Thus remaining, they must be consid- 
ered as belonging of course to the war-party. 

Notwithstanding, therefore, | am a missionary, and consequently not in circum- 
stances favorable to the gratification of every impulse, I have, for some time, deter- 
mined to make whatever efforts were necessary to comply with the dictates of con- 
science, and wash my hands of the blood that is shed in war. Accompanying this 
letter, I send the result of my determination, and beg the privilege of being a member 
of the Massachusetts Peace Society. 

The enrolling of one’s name among the members of a Peace Society, I consider as 
virtually saying,—lI regret the crime and blood with which the miserable race of man 
has been deluged from age to age. I repent of whatever expressions or acts in my 
past life may have cherished the war-spirit in myself or others. 1 repent, that I have 
so long delayed to enter my protest against the practice of war by some overt act,—a 
measure which appears to be, in the present state of things, the indispensable duty of 
every Christian ; and I resolve, that hereafter I will endeavor to diffuse the sentiments 
of peace, as far as lies in my power. 

Vith sentiments of respect for the genius and piety which originated the plan of 
peace societies, | remain, Rev. sir, 
Your sincere friend and servant, A. Jupson, JR. 


For these letters we ask a careful, serious perusal from all the ministers, 
all the followers of the Prince of Peace; nor do we see how any man in the 
church or the ministry can rise from such a perusal, and still remain opposed 
or indifferent to a cause so highly prized by such devoted and eminently 
gifted heralds of the cross. Would to God that all the ambassadors of 
Christ on earth would follow their example of deep, active interest in this 
eause! ‘Then would it soon triumph in the fulfilment of the glorious prom- 
ise, quoted by one of these devoted men. 





APPROPRIATION FOR SENDING THE ADvocaTs To Ministers —"‘At a meeting of the Trustees 
of the Rhode Island Peace Society, holden at Providence, June llth, 1844, it was unanimously 
resolved, that the sum of jorty dollars be appropriated to defray the expense of furnishing, so 
far as practicable, all the clergy of the State of Rhode Island with the Advocate of Peace for 
one year.—It was further unanimously resolved, that the sum of forty dollars be presented to 
the American Peace Society. to aid them in disseminating the principles of peace, by the cir- 
culation of the Advocate of Peace, and such other publications on that subject, in the western 
section of our country, as shall to them seem most advisable. 

Attest, Joun H. Ham iin, Rec. Sec.” 


The resolves above did not reach usin season for our last number.—Our cordial thanks are 
due to the R. I. Society for these appropriations; and we trust that the ministers to whom the 
Advocate is sent in their name, will lend a favorable ear to its appeals, and turn it to the best 
account in promoting our great common cause. 


VALUABLE FarM For SALeE.—The homestead farm of the late William Ladd, in the town of 
Minot, Maine, is now offered for sale. This farm is pleasantly situated im a desirable veigh- 
borhood. It contains 200 acres of excellent land, and has a large, convenient house, a small 
farm house, seven barns, and other out-buildings. It is well worth examination by those 
who wish a country residence and a productive farm. Also, several oul faims avd halfofa 
grist mill and oil mill are for sale, and can be had together with the farm, or separately. Mr. 
William Davis, on the farm. will wait upon any who may wish to:examine the property. Ap- 
ply to W. H. Y. Hacxert, Portsmouth, N. H., Attorney to Trustees. 





Recerets —Owing to the absence of the Treasurer, the following receipts were cmitted in 
the account given at the end of the last Advocate. 





Portsmouth, N. H.—Andrew Halliburton, Belfast, Me.—Paoli Hewes, - - +10 
Esq., - y . ° : ° - $5 | Bosion, Mass.—Thomas D. Quincy, - 2 

By S. E. Coues, - : - - 2 Samuel Greele, Esq. - : - - 5 
Beverly, Mass.—8S. S. Ober. for Advocate,- 5 George Callender, . : - 5 
Newport, N. H.—John Woods, : : 8 Hon. Jona. Chapman, life sub. - 20 
Concord, N. H.—By Abigail Ladd, - - 4 Hon. Nathan Appleton, - - 10 
Brunswick, Me.—Rev. TC. Upham, - 5 Hon. Martin Brimmer, - +--+ 50 
one ro iis og: Gilson, dona., - 10 Francis C. Gray, Esq. - : : 10 
olliston, Mass.—Peace Society, - : 10 | Various places s. dvocate, &c., 18 
Belleville, N. J.—Anna Frost, cy - - 2 me es — 
Durham, N. H.—Benjamin Thompson, 10 191 
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